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Project Title: Korean peninsula – the hot potato in International security 
 
Abstract: 
 
This project deals with one of the hottest issue in international security. Korea, 
being the only divided country in the world, is always on the surface of 
international security issue. Recently the tension in Korean peninsula increased 
rapidly in accordance to when South Korea is going through the change in 
authorities with the new president. The international society’s attention was 
gathered with Korea welcoming its first female president Park Geun-hye; 
moreover she is the daughter of the former president Park Jung-hee, who made 
significance in Korean history. Provoking South Korea was a great risk for North 
Korea, possibly causing the country to completely isolated in the international 
society. This project is going to take a look into the reasons why the leader of 
North Korea Kim Jong-un provoked South Korea knowing the great risk following.  
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1. Introduction 
1.1 Problem Area 
The tension between North and South Korea has recently begun to rise due to the ‘Key 
Resolve (KR)’ practice which is the Korean and American military practice to strengthen 
the defense and safety of Korean peninsula. KR practice started on 11
th
 of March, 2013 
and North Korea has been threatening to attack or destroy South Korea since a week 
before the practice. Ever since the practice started, North Korea has been threatening to 
start a war, shoot nuclear missile, and attack South Korea. On 27
th
 of March, North 
Korea cut the connection between North Korea and South Korea’s army. Also, North 
Korea officially sent documents to UN Security Council that the nuclear war atmosphere 
is set because of KR practice, which they consider as provocation. 
Since the early 1950, Korea has been divided into two Korea: North and South. 
Without ending the war, there are still remaining tensions in Korean peninsula. The 15
th
 
president of South Korea ‘Kim Dae-Joong’ tried to break the tension by approaching the 
North with peaceful policy called ‘Sunshine policy’. With this policy, South Korea 
supported North Korea with food, financial aids including ‘Gaesung Industrial Complex’ 
which now is North Korea’s most important business. The policy was taking very 
different path from what previous presidents; especially the hard-line policy that the 
former president Park Jung-hee (5
th
 to 9
th
). Kim was awarded with Nobel peace prize 
because of the policy and the peace progress during his term. The 16
th
 president, ‘Rho 
Moo-hyun’, kept the soft-line policy towards North, hoping to merge the two Koreas 
into one. 
Even with South Korea’s kind gestures, North didn’t stop threatening the South. 
One of the recent attacks was on November, 2010, when North bombarded South’s navy 
base and villages in Yeonpyeong island located on west coast. It was when Kim Jong-il, 
the former dictator, officially announced to pass his power to his son Kim Jong-un, 
which makes the third generation dictatorship. Besides the bombardment on Yeonpyeong 
island, North Korea has been threatening South Korea almost yearly. 
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In 2013, South Korea welcomed the first female president Park Geun-hye. She is 
the daughter of the former president Park Jung-hee, who was very harsh to North Korea. 
After she took over the presidency office, North Korea started its yearly threat to South 
Korea. Park, the daughter took the similar path with her father which seems to upset 
North Korea. North’s threat started to become more aggressive and put the some threat 
into practice. 
With the current aggressive act of North Korea, Korean peninsula is in a tense 
period with the threat that the second Korean War could possibly break out. With North’s 
aggressive attitude China, who is the biggest ally of North, is now turning its back on 
North by agreeing on UN Security Council’s agreement saying ‘All the aids and funds 
should be stopped if North Korea keeps on developing nuclear weapon’. China has also 
declared that if a second Korean War breaks out, they will be siding with the attacked 
country thus China is no longer the reliable ally of the North.  Also, South’s biggest ally 
United States (US) is ready to fight in the war if the war breaks out. 
After Korean peninsula got two new leaders on each side, the tension began to 
rise fast. This project will investigate the tension in Korean peninsula and study how the 
actions of two new leaders affected the countries in regarding matter. By studying that, 
this project will also draw attention on the authority legitimacy and find out the 
underlying reason for North Korea’s aggressive act towards South Korea with having 
side effect such as international isolation, and risk on security.  
  
      1.2 Problem Definition 
Why has the new leader of North Korea, Kim Jung-eun, taken the aggressive measure 
towards South Korea’s new government, leaded by the 18th president Park Geun-hye, 
when the security is under the risk? 
  
1.3 Assumptions 
1. Kim Jong-un has been taking the aggressive measure due to the sense of isolation 
among the regional actors (Korean peninsula, US, China and etc). 
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2. Current conflicts and consequences such as closing down Gaesung Industrial complex 
are because of the change in speech act of South Korea and North Korea. 
3. The different, yet similar, styles of leadership shown in Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-
un are creating confrontations as well as correlations. 
1.4 Definition 
        Actor 
There are two types of actor; securitizing actors and functional actors. Securitizing actors 
are the ones who securitize issues by declaring something – a referent object- 
existentially threatened (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 36). Functional actors are the 
ones who affect the dynamics of a sector. This is an actor who significantly influences 
decisions in the field of security (ibid). 
Object 
Object is the term for things that are seen to be existentially threatened and that have a 
legitimate claim to survival (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 36). It is mostly used as 
‘referent object’  
  
2. Project Design 
2.1 Ontology  
Ontology is defined as: the branch of metaphysics that studies the nature of existence or 
being as such1. It means that it is the theory of the nature of what is or the theory of nature 
of reality (Delanty and Strydom 2010: 6). In this project, I have chosen to work with 
‘causal realism’ presented by Thomas Brante. Causal realism sees that a reality exists 
independently of our representation or awareness of it (Brante 2000: 6). This goes with 
the idea realism. However, what differentiate causal realism from the traditional realism 
is that it recognize as social reality consist of material and mental ontologically (ibid: 7). 
Causal realism seeks to find causal explanations of effects (ibid).  
One of the concepts from causal realism that will be used is leveled analysis. 
Leveled analysis is the analyzing method of social relation (Brante 2000: 14). It has the 
                                               
1 Definition of ontology on free online dictionary http://dictionary.reference.com/browse/ontology 
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inspiration from how natural scientist study the object: nature (ibid: 11). When studying 
nature, one can notice that nature is divided into a large amount of subject areas and sub-
areas, corresponding to an equally large amount of academic specialties and sub-
specialties (ibid). This division is according to a historical or logical, or rather 
ontological order (ibid). The logic is: ‘First, that each lower level is a precondition for 
the existence of the higher levels (ibid). Second, lower levels can offer a partial 
explanation of higher levels (ibid: 12). Third, the higher level has a certain, relative 
autonomy in relation to the lower - laws and empirical phenomena at the higher level 
cannot be completely explained by reduction to the lower (ibid). Fourth, higher levels 
constitute surroundings or environments that may have causal impact on phenomena at 
lower levels (ibid).’ With leveled analysis implied in the reality, each level divided can 
be analyzed thoroughly. This project is going to see the reality in Korean peninsula in 
three different levels and investigate to find out the causal explanation of ‘Why has the 
new leader of North Korea, Kim Jung-eun, taken the aggressive measure towards South 
Korea’s new government, leaded by the 18th president Park Geun-hye, when the security 
is under the risk?’.  
2.2 Epistemology 
Epistemology is related to how we see and accept the knowledge (Bryman 2008: 19). For 
this project, I have chosen to work with leveled analysis as my epistemology. Leveled 
analysis is a concept that both causal realism and the Copenhagen school applied in the 
theory to analyzed the problem.   
Inspired by the logic mention in chapter 2.1, level ontology (Bunge 1973, 
Johansson 1989) was created, which divided the reality into different levels (Brante 2000: 
12). Brante suggested that one should attempt a level division of the general object of 
knowledge of sociology (ibid: 13). With his approach, when researching, one inductively 
separates the levels that seem to be presupposed in current sociological research (ibid: 
14). Then, one will realize that the sociology actually does produce knowledge on 
several levels (ibid). In Brante’s research paper, he introduced how Roy Bhaskar divided 
sociology into five levels: International level, Inter-institutional level, Institutional level, 
Inter-individual level, and Individual level (ibid: 14, 15). However, identifying how 
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many levels should be is not important; as long as it complete the ultimate goal of 
sociology to identify social structures harboring causal mechanisms that generate 
empirically observable effects (ibid: 14). 
Overall during the project, leveled analysis will be used to provide causal 
explanations of effects (Brante 2000: 7). The problem definition created the leveled 
reality that is going to be analyzed. Each level is related to the assumptions that are set up 
and all the knowledge will be gathered to answer the problem definition. There are 
several levels in the reality introduced above. In this project, I have divided the reality in 
to three levels: context, level of interest, and underlying level. In the Copenhagen School, 
the levels mean objects for analysis that are defined by a range of spatial scales, from 
small to large (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 5). Levels can be defined as locations 
where both outcomes and sources of explanation are located (ibid). Levels don’t have any 
particular pattern or priority of relation among them: top down or bottom up (ibid). 
Levels are simply ontological referents for where things happen rather than sources of 
explanation in themselves (ibid). 
 Contextual level is to prove the first assumption: Kim Jong-un has been taking 
the aggressive measure due to the sense of isolation among the regional actors (Korean 
peninsula, US, China and etc). Contextual level is related to the regional level actors; in 
this project, Korean peninsula, US, and china.  In order to investigate and prove the first 
assumption, I will be presenting histories of since the division of Korean peninsula during 
World War II. Also, historical relationships with their closest allies: US and China will be 
analyzed, to understand the interaction between the allies. Focus will be on what security 
policy, political movement towards North and South, and military actions have been 
shown and how it has affected Korean peninsula. By understanding and interpreting the 
policies and movements, I will be able to analyze the reason for the sense of North 
Korea’s isolation. 
Level of interest is related to the second assumption: Current conflicts and 
consequences such as closing down Gaesung Industrial complex are because of the 
change in speech act of South Korea and North Korea. To investigate and analyze, I will 
be focusing on securitization in the North-South Korean dynamics. The concept 
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securitization is coming from the Copenhagen School - ‘security’ is a self-referential 
practice because not the existence of threats but the issue presented as such a threat 
creates security practice, which means that securitization is to be understood by studying 
discourse and political constellations (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 24). To 
investigate the second assumption, I will take a closer look at how the new governments 
created different contexts in both North and South Korea, what policy they are applying, 
and what is the new relationship between them. By investigating that, the current reasons 
for North’s aggressive move and hostility will be further proved. 
Finally, the underlying level is dealing the third assumption: The different, yet 
similar, styles of leadership shown in Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-un are creating 
confrontations as well as correlations. Functional actors are the ones who affect the 
dynamics of a sector. This is an actor who significantly influences decisions in the field 
of security: There are similarities between the two types of leadership that affect the 
dynamics of the process. As mentioned above, both Koreas got their new leaders within 
last two years, which created different contexts in both Koreas. Because the contexts have 
changed with their new leaders, they are both still in the period that they need to prove 
that they are powerful enough to keep the new contexts they created. That is, they need to 
show the legitimacy of their position and power. With this assumption, Weber’s theory of 
legitimacy and types of leader will be mainly used to understand what kinds of leaders do 
Koreas have now and how they have been, and are going to prove the legitimacy. 
All gathered knowledge and analysis will be taken in to discussion to answer why 
the new leader of North Korea, Kim Jung-eun, has taken the aggressive measure towards 
South Korea’s new government leaded by the 18th president Park Geun-hye, when the 
security is under the risk. 
  
2.3 Methodology and methods 
To answer the problem definition, I have chosen to work with deductive study, which is 
using the established theories to answer problem definition. To do that, I have set three 
assumptions to be analyzed to answer the problem definition. As mentioned in chapter 
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2.2, the each assumption covers different levels; the context, level of interest, and 
underlying level. 
On the context level, I will be investigating and analyzing the regional actors, 
mainly two Koreas and their closest allies, US and China. To investigate, Korean history 
from division after World War II, I have chosen to use two books presented the history 
and process of Korean War. I have focused on getting information on how the division in 
Korean peninsula started and what led to Korean War. To take a look at Korean history 
after Korean War, I chose to work with the journal that contained the context about 
Korea’s changed policies in accordance with democratization. When gathering 
information, I particularly focused on changes on inter-Korean relationship in accordance 
with the change of presidents. When working with the US and China chapter, I have 
chosen to work with the journals that contained recent history on US-South Korea, US-
North Korea and China-North Korea relationship.  
On the level of interest, I am investigating how the recent change in the speech act 
in Korean peninsula affect the recent tension between North and South Korea. To present 
securitization in the Copenhagen School theory, which will be used mostly in this chapter 
as analytical, Buzan, Waever, and de Wilde’s book ‘Security: A new framework for 
analysis’ is used to present the concept in chapter 3. When investigating South Korean 
government, I decided to look at the characteristic of current Korean government which 
is conservative. To do that, I looked at the party that current president belongs to and free 
translated the relevant basic constitution of the party. To present what went on with new 
government, I read Korean and English newspapers to get the information.  For North 
Korean government, I have looked at presented profile of Kim Jong-un by BBC and the 
documents that listed authority figures with brief profiles and their work which was 
published from the ministry of Unification. The three main current tensions are presented 
to understand what dynamics the new government created. The reason why not only 
closing down of Gaesung Industrial Complex but also the other two incidents are 
presented is to see the tension built after Park elected.  
On the underlying level, I’m going to use Weber’s theory of legitimacy and ideal 
type to investigate and understand the leader type of the current leaders in the North and 
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the South. Andrew Heywood’s book ‘Politics’ have been used to present weber’s theory 
of legitimacy. To investigate how South Korean government has been legitimatizing the 
authority power, I looked at the presidential history and political laws that are related to 
showing the legitimacy of authority. To investigate legitimatization of North Korean 
regime, I looked at previous RUC students’ report ‘Juche in North Korea - a study on 
political legitimacy and democracy’. I used relevant sources such as and Lind’s journal to 
take a closer look at how regime kept its power in North Korea for 60 years.   
Throughout the project, I will be using mostly secondary and qualitative data, 
which include journals, academic publications, articles and internet based sources. 
Because I’m using constructivist approach in the project, having the first-hand resources 
will be the best option to understand and analyze the context, in this project Korean 
peninsula. However, since I’m situated in Denmark it is almost impossible to collect first-
hand resources. Since I will be using qualitative method which means that the researcher 
should interpret and clarify the collected data, the secondary data will become the third 
hand with my own interpretation of the work. Various sources from many different 
authors will be used so that the view on the matter will not be limited or biased; 
especially because I’m from South Korea, it is crucial to stay neutral when writing this 
project. Since the project is mainly dealing with Korean peninsula, there are many 
academic articles and journals published in Korean that I cannot use them as reference. 
However, I have found some quotes that are relevant to the chapters, and used free 
translation so that I can use them in the project. Quantitative data is not most likely to be 
used due to the characteristic of the project. 
  
2.4 Limitation  
As mentioned in chapter 2.1, the ontological approach of this project is causal realism. 
Also, the project is designed with three different levels inspired by the leveled analysis 
from the causal realism and the Copenhagen School theory. However, when it comes to 
analyzing in the level of interest, the concept ‘securitization’ from the Copenhagen 
School theory, even though theory is overall influenced, has the constructivist influence; 
to fully understand securitization, the discourse of the context should be investigated.  It 
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can be questioned how the matter can be analyzed under realism analytical tool with 
constructivist influenced concept because two Philosophy of Social Science has different 
ontological view on the world. When analyzing the level of interest with securitization, 
constructivist point of view is mostly used, because as mentioned earlier, understanding 
the discourse of the context is the key for understanding the securitization. Also, 
securitization is valid when both actors in securitization consider it securitization which 
goes with constructivist view; reality exists within the context. To avoid two ontological 
views clashing in one project, I have kept in mind that this is a realism influenced 
project, and securitization is a tool to understand the reality set in Korean peninsula.  
 
3. Theory 
      3.1 The Copenhagen School as a leveled analytics 
The Copenhagen School of security studies is a school of academic thought with its 
origins in international relations theorist Barry Buzan's book People, States and Fear: 
The National Security Problem in International Relations, published in 1983. Theorists 
associated with the school include Barry Buzan, Ole Waever and Jaap de Wilde. 
Copenhagen school starts with questioning the primacy of the military element and the 
state in the conceptualization of security (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 1). This 
theory attempts to widen the security agenda to economic, environmental and societal 
sectors, along with the military and political ones that traditional defines in the security 
studies (ibid). Identifying security issue for traditionalists is fairly easy because they 
consider the military issue and the use of force as security (ibid). However, when the 
security is moved out of the military sector, it gets difficult (ibid). There are different 
dangers such as in intellectual and political that can take the word security in a wider 
range (ibid). 
The debate led to the dissatisfaction on traditionalists’ view on security (Buzan, 
Waever and de Wilde 1998: 2). The dissatisfaction then turned into the rise of the 
economic and environmental agendas in international relations during 1970s and 1980s 
and later by the rise of concerns with identity issue and transnational crime during the 
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1990s (ibid). Even though traditionalists such as Walt argued that security studies is about 
the phenomenon of war, which is strongly related to military force (ibid: 3), the 
Copenhagen School accepts the widened view on security agenda, opened to many 
different types of threats (ibid: 4). Theorist in the Copenhagen School try to construct a 
more radical view of security studies by exploring threats and the securitization of those 
threats in different sectors (ibid). Instead of confining security to the military sector, they 
are exploring the logic of security itself to find out what differentiates security and the 
process of securitization from which is merely political (ibid). 
Levels of Analysis 
In the Copenhagen School, the levels mean objects for analysis that are defined by a 
range of spatial scales, from small to large (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 5). Levels 
can be defined as locations where both outcomes and sources of explanation are located 
(ibid). Levels don’t have any particular pattern or priority of relation among them: top 
down or bottom up (ibid). Levels are simply ontological referents for where things 
happen rather than sources of explanation in themselves (ibid). 
In international relations, there are five levels of analysis that are frequently used: 
International systems, International subsystems, Units, Subunits, and Individuals (Buzan, 
Waever and de Wilde 1998: 5-6). ‘International systems’ represents the top system level 
that contains the interacting or interdependent units (ibid: 5). Currently, this include the 
whole universe, but in earlier times there were several more or less disconnected 
international systems existed simultaneously (ibid: 6). ‘International subsystems’ mean 
the groups that are included in the international system (ibid). These are created in 
accordance with the territory (the Association of Southeast Asian Nations [ASEAN], 
European Union [EU]), or not (the Organization for Economic Cooperation and 
Development, the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries) (ibid). The former is 
distinguished from the entire system by the particular nature and the latter is from their 
interactions with or interdependence on each other (ibid). ‘Units’ are the actors involved 
in various subgroups, organizations, and communities (ibid). Individuals and groups who 
are standing at the higher level such as states, nations, and transnational firms are 
considered units (ibid). ‘Subunits’ are groups that are within units (ibid). These are 
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organized groups that are able to or try to affect the behavior of the unit, for example 
bureaucracies and lobbies (ibid). Lastly ‘individuals’ are the bottom line of most analysis 
in the social science (ibid). 
Levels give the researchers a framework that one can theorize (Buzan, Waever 
and de Wilde 1998: 6). With levels, researchers are able to locate the sources of 
explanation and the outcomes of which theories are composed (ibid). Also, levels enable 
researchers to locate actors, forums, and other elements involved in the matter (ibid). 
Levels do not have set standards, so it can be vary from project to project and various 
theories can be applied with levels of analysis.  
Sectors 
Sectors are “views of the international system through a lens that highlights on particular 
aspect of the relationship and interaction among all of its constituent units” (Buzan, Jones, 
and Lille 1993: 31). The purpose of sector is to differentiate types of interaction: military, 
political, economic, societal, and environmental (Buzan, Waever, and de Wilde 1998: 27). 
Barry Buzan set out sectors in security analysis as follows: 
“Generally speaking, the military security concerns the two-level interplay of armed 
offensive and defensive capabilities of states, and states’ perceptions of each other’s 
intentions. Political security concerns the organizational stability of states, systems of 
government and the ideologies that give them legitimacy. Economic security concerns 
access to the resources, finance and markets necessary to sustain acceptable levels of 
welfare and state power. Societal security concerns the sustainability, within acceptable 
conditions for evolution, of traditional patterns of language, culture and religious and 
national identity and custom. Environmental security concerns the maintenance of the 
local and the planetary biosphere as the essential support system on which all human 
enterprises depend (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 8).” 
Even though there are five sectors divided, it is impossible to select one sector 
when dealing with security issue, because they remain inseparable parts of complex 
wholes (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 8). The purpose of selecting them is to make 
analysis easier (ibid). However, the separation of sectors must be reassembled in the end 
of analysis. The distinguishing is done only to achieve simplification and clarity (ibid). 
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To achieve full understanding, it is necessary to reassemble the part and see how they 
relate to each other (ibid). When analyzing, one should keep in mind that the sectors are 
lenses focusing on the same world, and they are all cross-referenced (ibid: 167). The 
sector linkages resemble the ultimate consequence of Karl von Clausewitz’s dictum: War 
is the continuation of politics with the admixture of other means (ibid). 
When reassembling five divided sectors, researchers can look at the different 
pictures in the particular sectors and try to combine those pictures into one, which means 
studying security sector by sector and try to relate the different sector-specific maps of 
the world (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 168). With the sector-by-sector approach, 
the security analysis is tied into logic of complexity, which can be found in a superficial 
form and in a more sophisticated macrohistorical version (ibid: 189). Another way to 
connect sectors is trying to see all security interaction as one constellation and security as 
an integrated field (ibid: 168). Even though the two ways seem different, they both see 
the sectors as an analytical device, as different lenses through which to see different 
views of the same issues (ibid). This approach, called the units-as-synthesizer, is more 
oriented to analyzing contemporary political situation (ibid: 189). Looking into cross-
sectoral dynamics is crucial to solve the problem of having to deal with one or several 
sector-specific maps of security complexes (ibid: 169). With more globalized world, 
security is involved in more than on just local or regional level (ibid: 163).  Thus, the 
more security concerns get complex, the sectors are more-likely to get involved in each 
other. 
Regions 
The term ‘region’ was originally introduced at the subunit level (Buzan, Waever and de 
Wilde 1998: 20). However, when it comes to level of analysis, Buzan, Waever and de 
Wilde, decided to define regions as a special type of subsystem, which the other literature 
might consider macroregions (ibid: 9, 20). The clustering of regions seems to follow the 
geography mostly, for example European Union, and ASEAN (ibid: 9). The reason for 
that can be derived from the thinking of Hans Mouritzen (ibid). He starts with stating the 
fact that the units (states) are fixed, not mobile (ibid). It seems like an obvious fact, but 
prior to fifteenth century, the units were mobile; for example barbarian tribes could and 
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did move over long distances (ibid). Mouritzen argues that if units are mobile, their 
average environment will constitute the system, which means the units will have 
somehow similar patterns and characters (ibid). On the other hand, units being nonmobile, 
there will be a relatively stable regional environment consisting of the major units in it 
geographical proximity (ibid: 10). That is, each unit will have the characters in 
accordance to a specific location in the system’s structure (ibid). 
Mouritzen’s argument, however, is focused on the traditional security, mostly with 
military and political sectors (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 10). After Cold War era, 
collapse of bipolarity created regions in more global level (ibid: 9). The remaining 
powers after the Cold War era are not motivated by the ideological rivalries, and they all 
try to avoid political conflict unless their own interests are immediately and strongly 
affected (ibid). By viewing this tendency, one can assume that regions will be left to sort 
out their own affairs due to the creation of weak leadership at the global level (ibid). 
Furthermore, it can be assumed there will be more regions created not accordance to the 
geographic matter, but to units’ own interests.  
Security and Securitization 
Security in international relations context is quite different from the term that is used in 
everyday life (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 21). Unlike social security, which has 
to deal with the matters of entitlement and social justice, international security is more 
related to traditions of power politics (ibid). In the Copenhagen School, the international 
security has a distinctive agenda (ibid). Security in international relations is linked to 
traditional understanding of security with military-political sectors (ibid).  In the context, 
security is about survival of the referent object, which is traditionally the state. (ibid). 
According to Waever, by saying ‘security’, one can assume that a state is facing an 
emergency condition, thus in need of using whatever mans are necessary to block a 
threatening development (ibid). The threats vary greatly from sector to sector and levels 
of analysis. 
Security is considered the move that takes politics and play beyond the rules and frames 
as a special kinds of politics or even as above politics (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 
23). In this sense, one can say that securitization is a more extreme version of 
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politicization (ibid). In theory, any public issue can be located on the spectrum ranging 
from nonpoliticized through politicized to securitized (ibid: 23-24). In principle, 
depending on circumstances, any issue can end up on any part of the spectrum (ibid: 24). 
In practice, placing issue varies substantially from state to state (ibid). From these 
statements, one can say the ‘securitization’ cannot be defined analytically or 
philosophically (ibid). Rather, the meaning lies in how people use it in some way (ibid). 
Thus, ‘security’ is a self-referential practice because not the existence of threats but the 
issue presented as such a threat creates security practice, which means that securitization 
is to be understood by studying discourse and political constellations (ibid). 
Securitization can be only valid if and when the audience accepts an existential threat to a 
referent object; just threat is a securitizing move (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 25). 
To fulfill securitization, cases of existential threats that legitimize the breaking of rules 
are needed (ibid). When dealing with international security, theorist in the Copenhagen 
School do not set the degrees of importance to referent object and sectors because it 
would undermine the logic of both widening the security agenda and taking a 
securitization approach to that agenda (ibid: 25-26). Rather, they measure the importance 
by the reaction on other securitization: How big an impact does the securitizing move 
have wider patters of relations? (ibid: 26). A successful securitization then need three 
components: existential threats, emergency action, and effects on interunit relations by 
breaking free of rules (ibid). When distinguishing feature of securitization, a specific 
rhetorical structure such as survival and priority of action can be used. With that, one can 
find security actors and phenomena in sectors in widened view, where it is often hard to 
define. 
  
4. The regional level 
This chapter is going to investigate the contextual level of the problem definition. This chapter is 
to take a closer look at the first assumption: Kim Jong-un has been taking the aggressive measure 
due to the sense of isolation among the regional actors (Korean peninsula, US, China and etc). 
‘Regional actors’ are interpreted as securitization actors, which are the ones who securitize issues 
by declaring something – a referent object- existentially threatened (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 
International Social Science Basic Studies 
4th Semester, 2013 – Project Examination 
 
18 
1998: 36). First, the brief division history of Korean peninsula and history after Korean War will 
be presented. Then, the foreign relationship histories of Korea with US and China will be 
investigated. US and China are chosen because they are closely involved in the matter; they can 
be classified as regional actors.  
 
4.1 North and South Korea 
          4.1.1 Division of Korea  
On February 1945, leaders of US, United Kingdom and Soviet Union gathered in 
Yalta to discuss about the issue after Japan surrendered the WWII. Since Japan 
was colonizing Korea, to disarm the Japanese military in Korea, 38
th
 parallel line 
was set as the Military Demarcation Line (MDL); American military to be 
stationed in South and Soviet Union military in North (Hastings 1987: 15). Right 
after the talk, Soviet Union military entered Pyung-yang and American military 
entered Seoul in September. In September 1945, Japan finally raised the white 
flag and the military was disarmed (ibid). While the foreign military stationed in 
Korea – American in South and Soviet Union in North – Korean peninsula started 
to divide into two ideologies. In South, many political parties and social 
organizations competed against each other to take the initiative in politics (ibid: 
20-21). While in North, communism spread around with Soviet Union influence 
(ibid: 24-25). After getting the independence, Korean politics were in chaos. To 
settle down, US and Soviet Union decided to put Korea under their trusteeship; 
US for South and Soviet Union for North. Not all Koreans were welcoming the 
foreign government ruling (ibid: 25-27).  
On October 1947, US asked United Nation to get involved with the 
situation, judging that talking with Soviet Union would get them nowhere 
(Hastings 1987: 32). United nation hosted the General assembly and passed the 
resolution saying ‘representatives of nine different countries (Australia, Canada, 
China, El Salvador, France, India, Philippines, Syria, and Soviet Socialist 
Republic) to be United Nations’ Korean temporary delegation and recommend 
Korea to hold election for independent government no later than March 31
st
 of 
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1948 under the delegates’ watch (United Nation 1947: 16-17). Soviet Union 
stopped the temporary delegation entering Korea because UN’s resolution was 
unfavorable to North Korea, and further Soviet Union (Hastings 1987: 32). Then 
UN hosted the little assembly resolving to hold the election in the places that are 
possible to establish the government on February 1948 (ibid). Some people, such 
as Kim Gu, were holding election only in South, expressing concerns about 
further division of Korea (ibid). They tried to talk with North regarding 
establishing united government but no result came out.  In the end, South 
established the first constitutional assembly in Korea by electing congressmen on 
May 10
th
, 1948 (ibid: 33). Afterwards, the constitution was established, and the 
Rhee Seung-man was elected as the first president of South Korea (ibid). Rhee 
declared the establishment of Korean government on August 15
th
 of 1948, which 
meant that the government was only base on South Korean territory (below 38
th
 
parallel MDL) (ibid). The government was acknowledged as a legitimate 
government established through democratic process. While, North Korea founded 
communist government called the Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK) 
leaded by Kim Il-sung on September 9
th
, 1948.  
With two different governments in one peninsula, Korea became the 
evidence of the cold war. The 38
th
 parallel which started as a military purpose line 
turned into political division line. The situation escalated into open warfare when 
North Korean forces invaded South Korea on 25
th
 June, 1950 (Halberstam 2007: 
1). North took over Seoul three days after they invaded South. After North 
invaded South, US and United Nation supported South with military, health 
supplies, and food (ibid: 83-85). With the help from US and UN forces, Seoul was 
back on South’s hand on 28th September, 1950 (ibid: 311). With the great spirit, 
South and US attempted to unify divided Koreas in to one by destroying North’s 
authorities during the war (ibid: 323). South Korean army rapidly advanced North. 
On October, the war seemed to be ending soon with South overtaking North and 
merging two Korea into one (ibid: 343).  However, China’s unexpected 
involvement with North frustrated the plan. With China involved, the situation 
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came to where it started; the 38
th
 parallel (ibid: 401). Reaching to cease-fire 
agreement took 2 years. Even during the talk to make an agreement, South and 
North were still fighting. After the longest cease-fire conference yet, on 27
th
 July 
1953 UN force, US, and North Korea came to an agreement that the war is at 
truce.  
 
           4.1.2 Korean peninsula after Korean War 
From when the cease-fire agreement started in 1951 until he resigned the 
presidential office in 1960, president Rhee Seung-man strongly insisted on 
unifying two Koreas into one with military power (Chung 2003: 17). North Korea 
proposed the unification process which included removing the foreign troops in 
peninsula and having the equal number amount of representatives from both sides 
(ibid) Afterwards, the leader of North Korea, Kim Il-sung, suggested to form a 
two separate political system and diplomatic standing with Supreme National 
Committee handling with certain matters in common (ibid: 17-18).  This was 
ignored by South Korean government leaded by Yun Bo-sun who was in the 
office for less than 2 years from August, 1960 to March 1962 (ibid). In 1961, 
General Park Jung-hee leaded coup d’état and took the presidential office in 1963. 
He has the longest presidential term in the history (1963-1979). During his 
presidential terms, all the public discussions of unification were banned due to the 
fact that they interfere him concentrating on growing national economics. During 
his terms, policies towards North were harsh, which were criticized by many 
student groups, organizations and especially “left-wings” (ibid). Even though 
South Korean government was established by election from the beginning, the 
democracy hasn’t settled yet. Therefore, from the student group, organization and 
left wings’ vies, Rhee and Park’s harsh policy towards North was sometimes used 
to justify the suppression towards them (ibid). Almost all political oppositions 
were considered to be related to the North Korea and communism (ibid). Later on, 
those who were opposed to Park were labeled as “pro-communist” (ibid). 
However, US president Nixon visiting China triggered Park to make contact with 
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North Korea directly (ibid). The talks and exchanges soon began gut it did not 
make any progress because ‘leadership on neither side was willing to seriously 
compromise the ideological policies or interest groups on which the legitimacy 
and support of their respective regimes were based to pursue the distant goal of 
national unity’ (ibid: 19). Several attempts to talk created the “Four-Party Talks” 
with two Koreas and their best friends: US and China (ibid). However, these talks 
have not been effective (ibid). After Park died from assignation in 1979, another 
military head official took over the presidential term (ibid). General Jun Doo-
hwan, supposedly maintaining national security and restoring social order, 
suppressed the people who were opposed to him (ibid). Jun banned all the 
political activities from opposition side also labeling them to be related to North 
Korea (ibid).  
After Jun, general Rho Tae-woo was elected to be the 13
th
 president of 
South Korea. Rho was considered as a “Jun with wig” because basically Jun made 
him a president (Chung 2003: 20). During his term, for the first time in Korean 
history the opposite party dominated the National Assembly (ibid). In order to 
shore up his legitimacy, he initiated an open policy toward the North and made 
more efforts to improve relationship with North (ibid). He sent one of the 
government officials to visit Moscow which was also the gesture of opening up to 
communism and North Korea (ibid: 21).  With the help of Hyundai CEO, the 
Kumgang Mountain business project – South Koreans visiting the Kumgang 
Mountain located in North Korea – began during Rho’s term (ibid). In 1990, a 
path-breaking series of three meetings between the prime ministers of North and 
South Korea was seen (ibid). During Rho’s term South Korean’s perception 
towards North and communism turn around a lot (ibid: 23-24). After Rho, Kim 
Young-sam was elected as the 14
th
 president of South Korea. Unlike previous 
presidents, he didn’t have discernible overall strategy towards North (ibid: 24). 
Yet, he tried to keep in between hard and soft (ibid). Kim had several talks with 
North Korea regarding economic, political and security issues (ibid: 24-25). In the 
summer of  1994, there was a brief promise of a summit meeting between the 
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presidents of both Koreas, when Kim Il-sung invited Kim Young-sam to visit 
Pyungyang, but the opportunity was lost when the North Korean leader passed 
away suddenly on July 8 (ibid: 25). On 18th September, 1996, North Korea made 
an incursion with North Korean submarine into South Korean waters (ibid: 27). 
Also, many North Korean infiltrators were under search during Kim’s term (ibid) 
In 1998, Kim Dae-joong became the 15
th
 president by the election. Unlike 
the previous presidents, he treated North as a partner to reconcile and cooperate 
with, rather than an entity to be eventually overwhelmed or absorbed by South 
Korea (Chung 2003: 28). He approached North Korea with his own democratic 
credentials and long-held pacifists ideal to eventually break ice with North 
Korea’s leader Kim Jong-il (ibid: 27-28). Ever since he took over the presidential 
office, Kim has pushed the ‘Sunshine policy’ with intention to have more 
exchanges and direct communication with North. Kim, cooperated with the big 
South Korean company such as Samsung, tried to establish the connection 
between North and South: military “hotline”, provide production television sets 
and stereos for exports, and  invest in North Korea, which eventually helped 
North Korean economic situation a lot (ibid: 28 - 29). During his presidential term, 
South Korea provided 400 million dollars in financial aid to North Korea (ibid). 
On June 2000, Kim Dae-joong and Kim Jong-il had a Summit and subsequently, 
creating a lot of exchanges within Korean peninsula such as reunion of separated 
families, opening Kumgang Mountain business, and opening Gaesung Industrial 
Complex (ibid). Due to his achievement with Sunshine policy, he received Nobel 
Peace Prize. The next president after him Rho Mu-hyun followed his policy 
towards the North. Therefore, for ten years, South Korea was supporting North 
Korea with food, money and even with technologies.  
In theory,  Kim’s ‘Sunshine policy’ should have worked beginning to open 
communication and further North willing to unify with South with developed 
economy and more stable society (Kim Hogarth 2012: 100). However, in reality, 
the North was not honoring the basic rules of reciprocity, and moreover had no 
scruples about using the South’s monetary aid to strengthen the Kim Jong Il 
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regime and expanding their military establishment, including their nuclear 
programs, instead of helping the suffering masses(ibid). After ten years of no 
visible result, the 17
th
 president of Lee Myung-bak has taken a harsher policy 
towards North, believing that the Sunshine Policy failed (ibid). On March 2010, 
South Korea’s naval patrol frigate was under attack and it was supposedly the 
attack of North Korea. This incident was the start of tension between South and 
North Korea. After Kim Regime declared to keep the power within the Kim 
family by succession of the power to his son Kim Jong-un, North fired shells 
towards South’s naval base and village nearby. This increased the tension in 
Korean peninsula. During the last year of Lee, the leader of North Korea Kim 
Jong-il died unexpectedly. His son, Kim Jong-un took over the position right after 
the death.  
 
4.2 The Unites States  
US has been in a close relationship with South Korea since WWII. While South Korea 
needed extra military help due to North Korea’s constant threat, for the US, South Korea 
was a critical partner for security cooperation in East Asia and for containing 
communism form the Soviet Union and North Korea (Lee 2012: 443). It can be seen that 
US-South Korea alliance was close from Park Geun-hye’s speech at Harvard: 
“We had good friends who supported us during the hard times. America was one such 
friend, the closest and most supportive one. Actually America was more like a brother 
than a friend. […] The military alliance between our two countries has been the 
cornerstone of Korean security. It has successfully maintained peace and stability on the 
Korean Peninsula since the Mutual Defense Treaty between South Korea and the U.S. 
was concluded in 1953. […] The ROK-US alliance is a military alliance formula the 
effectiveness of which was tested over a long period of time. […] Nonetheless, I am not 
pessimistic about the future of the Korea-U.S. alliance. That is because the alliance has 
vigorously promoted the national interests of the two countries and there are more 
Koreans and Americans who remember the alliance's contribution to the promotion of 
peace in the Northeast Asian region. This is why I firmly believe that the peoples of South 
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Korea and the U.S. will no longer tolerate actions that undermine the alliance. (Park 
Geun-hye Speech 2007)” 
However, even though the US is the biggest ally of South Korea, there were some 
frictions between this relationship during the 15
th
 and 16
th
 presidential term in South 
Korea (Lee 2012: 444). After inauguration, George W. Bush took a hard-line policy 
towards North Korea, characterizing North Korea as an “axis of evil”(Chung 2003: 30), 
while ‘Sunshine policy’ was applied in Korean peninsula (Lee 2012: 444).  
 Relationship between the US and North Korea was not smooth from the 
beginning. First, it was because of the ideological difference from cold war era as 
mentioned in chapter 4.1. During the Korean War, the US considered North making the 
attacking move to South Korea as a questioning the authorities of US and provocation of 
communists. Currently, the problem between North Korea and the US is more related to 
nuclear problem. During Bill Clinton’s first term, the nuclear problem seemed to be 
solved when the US-North Korean Agreed Framework was negotiated and signed by both 
sides (Hathaway 2007: 265). This agreement froze activity at North Korea’s known 
nuclear facilities and allowed for continual inspection of those facilities by IAEA 
monitors (ibid). In compensation, the US and its allies agreed on providing North Korea 
with other energy sources such as heavy fuel oil, and constructing two light-water 
reactors, so that North Korea can provide energy to its citizens (ibid).  Though the 
agreement was signed, it was an unsettled agreement (ibid: 266). Almost every month 
after the negotiation, crisis came up threatening the agreement (ibid). Although North was 
not expected to stop all the nuclear powers due to the fact that they are the energy source, 
according to agreement North was supposed to slowly reduce the nuclear power, 
substituting energy sources with supported fuels and constructed water reactors (ibid: 265) 
However, North has been delaying and violating the agreement (ibid: 266-267). The 
attitudes and violations of North Korea upset the US and its allies. As mentioned above 
George W. Bush characterized North Korea as an “axis of evil” and applied the hard-line 
policy towards North. In 2002, US suspended further shipments of the heavy fuel oil due 
to North Korea violating the Agreed Framework.  
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 Barack Obama, the current president of the US, belongs to the Democratic Party 
which is more open to North Korean issue. Accordingly, Obama hasn’t made a big move 
on North Korea unlike George W. Bush did. On the recent summit with Park Geun-hye, 
Obama mentioned ‘Myanmar’ as North’s possible future path. Though Obama shows 
displeasure with North Korea still developing and experimenting nuclear power, he stated 
that door to talk or summit with North Korea should be open always while still keeping 
the intense national security in South Korea and the US.  
 
 4.3 China  
As mentioned in chapter 4.1.1, China was siding with North Korea since the Korean War. 
From that, China was internationally known as China’s biggest ally. However, even 
though China is still under communist government, China has been showing different 
reaction towards North Korean matter ever since its rapid economic growth started in 21
st
 
centuries. It can be seen in the changed behavior of China between first and second 
nuclear crisis (Lee 2013: 312). When first nuclear crisis of North Korea happened, China 
played roles to mediate between the US and North Korea (ibid: 321). However, the roles 
were ‘behind-the scenes’ (ibid), which means they were passive towards the issue.  
Though China is the one who tried to persuade North Korea not to provoke the 
international society and meddled in between North Korea and the US so that the Agreed 
Framework could be signed in 1994 (ibid), It acted like an unrevealed player behind the 
scenes using unexposed diplomatic lines (ibid: 322). China was trying to not get involved 
in the issue when first nuclear crisis of North Korea happened (ibid).  
 However, when the second crisis hit in 2002, China showed different behavior 
compared to the previous time (Lee 2013: 322). China hosted six party talks (South 
Korea, North Korea, the US, China, Japan and Russia) in Beijing, chaired the talks, and 
actively involved in the matter (ibid).  After North Korea violated the agreement in 2003 
and after it did the nuclear power with missile tests for the second time in 2006, China 
played the central role for hosting six party talks (ibid: 321-322). China has demonstrated 
a proactive diplomacy: pressing North Korea, hosting six parties, chairing the talks, 
mediating differences, drafting agreements, moderating the US and North Korea, and 
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shuttling around between the other parties to keep the talks moving forward (ibid). For 
the very recent nuclear crisis of North Korea, China also has shown changed behavior 
towards the matter by agreeing with international society. China went along with 
international society by agreeing to pass the UN Security Council’s resolution regarding 
North Korean nuclear power problem.  
 
  4.4 Analysis  
 Kim Jong-un has been taking the aggressive measure due to the sense of isolation 
among the regional actors (Korean peninsula, US, China and etc). 
As mentioned in chapter 4.1.1, Korean peninsula has been divided into North and South 
due to two different ideological differences since the end of the WWII. With two different 
governments in one peninsula created lots of conflicts. 3 years of long and exhausting 
Korean War was one of the conflicts created with two different ideologies. South Korea 
allied with US and other non-communism states created one region and North Korea 
allied with Soviet Union and China created the other region in Korean peninsula. The 
region based on political and military interests were fixed for decades.  
After signing the cease-fire agreement of the Korean War, North and South 
Korea have been taking the different path in many aspects for 60 years. The 38
th
 parallel, 
which has been dividing Korean peninsula into two countries years, initially was set up 
as military purpose; which can be categorized into military sector. However, with two 
different political ideologies influencing two nation-states, the 38
th
 parallel became 
political division line as well; which makes it related to political sector. After division, 
South Korea took the hard-line policy towards North until 13
th
 president Rho Tae-woo 
took the open policy during his term. President Park Jung-hee, who served 5
th
 to 9
th
 
presidential term, did try to have a direct conversation with North Korea when South 
Korea’s biggest ally Unites States went to China, who is the best friend of North Korea, 
to talk with Korean peninsula matters. However, that didn’t make any progress because 
either side of Korea showed cooperation, pursuing to merge the each other states to one 
another - South merges North or North merges South - to make unified Korea again. 
Also, during from Rhee Seung-man to Jun Doo-hwan’s presidential terms, people who 
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were opposed to president’s policies or actions were considered ‘Red’ which means 
someone who is related to North Korea and communism.  
The two regions in Korea didn’t seem to come close to each other. However, as 
mentioned above, 13
th
 president of South Korea applied open policy towards North 
Korea to draw the oppositions to his side. He tried to improve the relationship not only 
with North Korea but also with communism countries by sending government officials 
to have direct talk with Russia and North Korea as mentioned in chapter 4.1.2. The 
opening attitude increased and peaked when Kim Dae-joong took over the 15
th
 
presidential office. As mention in chapter 4.1.2, Kim’s ‘Sunshine policy’ was to 
accelerate and sustain the peaceful relationship between two regions. Kim successfully 
met North Korea’s leader Kim Jong-il through 6.15 North-South Korean summit in 2000 
and signed peace agreement including the context saying South will help North to 
improve financially pursuing to unify the two Koreas. By opening Kumgang mountain 
business and Gaesung Industrial complex with South Korean company’s support, South 
Korea became one of the major financial supports of North Korea. Kim’s policy seemed 
to be successful though there were still tensions remaining. The generous move kept on 
going for 10 years since the successor of Kim, the 16
th
 president of South Korea Rho 
Mu-hyun, kept the Sunshine policy during his term. However, the compared to the 
generous; almost donation like; support, North still pull on aggressive moves on South 
Korea. Considering the Sunshine policy to be failed, South Korea went back to balanced 
hard-line policy with 17
th
 and current president; Lee Myeong-bak and Park Geun-hye.  
US, who is in the same region with South Korea, has been aggressive and hard 
with North Korea. Especially after North Korea developed nuclear power, US tried years 
to stop North Korea to have nuclear power. When signing US-North Korean Agreed 
Framework during Bill Clinton’s term, US stated clearly that it doesn’t want North 
Korea to possess nuclear power; concerning that North would use the power to make 
nuclear bomb or weapons. Therefore, when North violated the agreement when it did the 
second nuclear experiment, US took hard-line policy by suspended further shipments of 
the heavy fuel oil due to North Korea in 2002. This is when South Korea was applying 
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sunshine policy towards North Korea, so the ally relationship between US and South 
Korea was fragile during the period.  
China, belonging to communism region with North Korea, has been quietly 
supporting North Korea in international society. However, as its economy grew since 
21
st
 centuries, China has been actively participated in the Korean peninsula matter, by 
hosting six party Talks after North’s second nuclear experiment and persuading North to 
not provoke the international society. Recently, it has been interesting to see how China 
slowly tried to join South Korean region by agreeing the latest UN Security Council’s 
resolution regarding North Korea and nuclear power. Even though China has been North 
Korea’s best friend after Soviet Union collapsed, it is turning its back on North Korea 
with nuclear power and aggressive attitude towards South Korea and International 
society.  
 
5. The level of interest: Securitization 
This Chapter is going to investigate the level of interest. This chapter is closely related to the 
second assumption: Current conflicts and consequences such as closing down Gaesung 
Industrial complex are because of the change in speech act of South Korea and North Korea.  
The concept of securitization in the Copenhagen School theory will be put into use in this chapter.  
In chapter 3.1, the Copenhagen School theory describes security as a self-referential practice 
because not the existence of threats but the issue presented as such a threat creates security 
practice, which means that securitization is to be understood by studying discourse and political 
constellations (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 24). To understand the securitization in 
Korean peninsula, discourse in Korean society will be investigated. First, the change in speech 
act in both Korea will be presented: Park and Kim. Then, the current conflicts after Park took 
over the presidential office will be introduced. With the information gathered, analysis will be 
made on how the difference speech act affected the current tension in Korean peninsula.  
 
5.1 Current Korean peninsula 
5.1.1 South Korean Government  
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On December 2012, the candidate of Saenuri party - previously called ‘Grand 
National’, Park Geun-hye was elected to become the 18th president of South 
Korea. Saenuri party is the major conservative political party in South Korea. The 
17th president Lee Myung-bak also belongs to Saenuri party. Therefore, for two 
presidential terms in a row South Korea is ruled by the conservative presidential 
office. When looking at Saenuri party’s founding policy ‘8. Leading unified 
Korean peninsula and promoting national interest foreign relations based on 
peace of Korean peninsula’ 2 , it is noticeable that even though the party is 
pursuing peace in Korean peninsula, the national security is prioritized. In the 
section, it contains the context in regards to keeping and strengthening the close 
military alliance relationship with US. It also states that it will sternly deal with 
North Korea when threatening the peace in Korean peninsula and with nuclear 
issue. Because Park is from the conservative political party, the conservativeness 
is shown when appointing the ministers and government officials. Kim Kwan-jin 
has been asked to keep the office for one more term as a minister of National 
defense and Ryu Gil-jae is appointed to become the minister of Unification. Both 
shows conservative inclination.  
As mentioned in chapter 1.1, Park Geun-hye is the daughter of former 
president Park Jung-hee, who left his mark in modern Korean history with his 
significant economic growth achievement and harsh policy towards North Korea. 
Park Geun-hye also lived as a first lady since after her mother, Yuk Young-soo, 
was shot in 1974 until her father was assassinated in 1979. Park, the daughter, 
started her career as a politician since she was elected to be a congress woman in 
1998. In 2004, she was appointed to become the head of Grand National Party 
(currently Saenuri party). During her term as a chairperson of the party, she 
managed her party member to be elected as mayors, congressmen, and 
government officials. She got a title ‘Queen of Election3’ due to her work. In 2007, 
                                               
2
 free translation: 한반도 평화를 기초로 한 국익 중심의 외교와 통일 한반도 시대 주도 (source: 
http://www.saenuriparty.kr/web/intro/web/listDoctrineView.do) 
3
 free translation: 선거의 여왕 (source: 
http://news.naver.com/main/read.nhn?mode=LSD&mid=sec&sid1=100&oid=003&aid=0004415188) 
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She visited Harvard University, and during her speech in Harvard she said she 
wanted to ‘save’ Korea and advocated stronger relationship with South Korea and 
US of America; the speech is presented in chapter 4.2.  
Since 2007, Park prepared to become the 18
th
 president of South Korea. 
Her campaign began in 2012. During her campaign she suggested ‘Korean 
Peninsula trust process as her policy towards North Korea. According to this 
policy framework, if North Korea makes the right choice, such as abandoning its 
nuclear ambition, South Korea would reciprocate by giving humanitarian 
assistance and starting low-level inter-Korean economic cooperation projects 
(KBS Global [online]). Park suggest that if the peace process proceeds further, 
South Korea is even willing to direct large-scale infrastructure projects and 
provide ample assistance to North Korea (ibid). The Korean Peninsula trust 
process is balanced policy in between Sunshine policy and the traditional hard-
line policy. It is substantially more flexible than that of the previous 
administration’s North Korea policy based on strict reciprocity, and thus gives rise 
to hope-filled anticipation of renewed inter-Korean exchanges and cooperation, 
which all but ended during the Lee Myung-bak administration (ibid). 
  
5.1.2 North Korean Regime  
After the former dictator Kim Jong-il’s unexpected death in 2011, his youngest 
son, Kim Jong-un took over the ‘Supreme leader of North Korea’ position. When 
he became the leader, he was in between 27 to 30 years old; his age is not defined 
officially. Even though he was the youngest son, he showed great potential to 
become a future leader of North Korea. His step brother Kim Jung-nam, who was 
initial successor was deported to Japan in 2001 and his older full brother Kim 
Jung-chul didn’t have what it takes to become the leader because he was too 
feminine (BBC 2012 [Online]). Even though Kim Jong-un was educated at high 
school in Switzerland, he managed to avoid western influences by returning home 
when not in school and dining out with the North Korean ambassador (ibid). After 
dropping out from high school in Switzerland, he returned to Pyungyang to attend 
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the Kim Il-sung Military University (ibid). According to the book ‘I was Kim 
Jong-il’s Chef’ written by Kenji Fujimoto Jong-un was his father’s favorite (ibid). 
Also, in the book it is described that Jong-un had great similarity with his father in 
terms of personality. Kim Jong-un was veiled until his first media exposure when 
he visited China accompanying his father in August 2010 (ibid). He made his first 
public speech as North Korea marked the 100th anniversary of the birthday of 
Kim Il-sung on 15 April, praising the "military first" doctrine and vowing the time 
his nation could be threatened was "forever over" (ibid).   
Though Kim seems to be ruling the whole country in North Korea, there 
are people who are also controlling the power of authority. Jang Sung-taek, who is 
the uncle of Kim Jong-un and one of the leading figures in North Korean 
government, has been questioned to be the heavyweight when deciding the matter 
in North Korea. Jang is currently Vice-Chairman of the National Defense 
Commission, a position considered second only to that of the Supreme Leader
4
. 
After Kim Jong-il’s unexpected death and Kim Jong-un sudden take-over the 
supreme leader position, Jang was expected to be the real leader behind Kim 
Jong-un because he has been in the politics longer than Kim. Choi Ryong-hae, the 
head of general political bureau (GPB), recently got international society’s 
attention because Kim sent him to visit China as Kim’s special envoy. Choi was 
Kim’s first special envoy sent. Choi is also suspected to be in the center of recent 
tensions including the third nuclear experiment.  Kim Young-nam is someone who 
is recognized very important especially in North Korea. He has been greeting and 
meeting the delegations visited North Korea from all over the world since 2010 
when he became the member of standing committee in North Korea. His name 
was on the second, after Kim Jong-un, on the Kim Jong-il’s successor list which 
shows where one’s power stands in North Korean regime. 
 
5.2 Current conflict  
                                               
4
 free translation: 장성택은 북한 국방위원회 부위원장이다. (source: 
http://116.67.50.138/WebBook_data1/00224708/ebook/media/src.pdf) 
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Nuclear experiment  
After the Park Geun-hye was elected as the 18
th
 president of South Korea, North Korea’s 
threat began to start. At first, it started as a yearly threat: Kim Jong-un saying “I have 
made decision to protect autonomy” 5 on Labor party top military post conference on 
February 3
rd
, 2013. On February 12
th
, North Korea did the third nuclear experiment going 
against international society’s dissuading. On the following note, on 7th of March United 
Nation Security Council adopted the resolution 2094 which contains clauses such as:  
2. Decides that the DPRK shall not conduct any further launches that use ballistic missile 
technology, nuclear tests or any other provocation;  
3. Demands that the DPRK immediately retract its announcement of withdrawal from the 
NPT;  
4. Demands further that the DPRK return at an early date to the NPT and International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) safeguards, bearing in mind the rights and obligations of 
States parties to the NPT, and underlines the need for all States parties to the NPT to 
continue to comply with their Treaty obligations; 
… 
11. Decides that Member States shall, in addition to implementing their obligations 
pursuant … prevent the provision of financial services or the transfer to, through, or from 
their territory, or to or by their nationals or entities organized under their laws (including 
branches abroad), or persons or financial institutions in their territory, of any financial 
or other assets or resources, including bulk cash, that could contribute to the DPRK’s 
nuclear or ballistic missile programmes, or other activities …,  (UN Security council 
2013: 2-3) 
These clauses implied that international society, including North Korea’s biggest ally 
China, is taking the hard-line policy to North Korea and nuclear issue.  
Wartime situation 
Along with the nuclear experiment issue, North Korea showed displeasure to the Korean-
American joint military training practiced in March 2013; Key Resolve and Foal Eagle. 
On 7
th
 of March, North Korea demanded to cancel the joint military training.  However, 
                                               
5
 free translation of “자주권 지키기 위한 중요한 결론을 내렸다” 
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allied Korean-American military ignored the demand because it was a defensive practice 
which is to prepare for the possible war or attacking situation. After Key Resolve practice 
began on 11
th
 of March, North Korea’s threat to South Korea and US started to get 
intense; some of them were put into action. On March, with dissatisfaction towards South 
Korea’s new government reaction, North Korea declared the outbreak of the war in 
Korean peninsula.  Soon after, on 14
th
, North Korea announced to rescind the cease-fire 
agreement. A week later, military communication between South and North Korea, which 
was the only communicating method existed between two Korea, was cut by North Korea; 
meaning that North is willing to start a war anytime. From that, not only Korea but also 
international society felt the threat of the outbreak of second Korean War. From 23
rd
 of 
30
th
, Korean peninsula was at the crisis of the war breaking out anytime. On 24
th
, the first 
combat readiness alarm was proclaimed. On 29
th
, Kim Jong-un commanded to ready the 
missile launch targeting Seoul, the capital of South Korea. On 30
th
, North Korea 
announced that the relationship of South and North Korea is currently in a wartime 
situation.  
 Closing down Gaesung Industrial Complex  
On April, North Korea started to threaten to closing down the Gaesung Industrial 
Complex, which is one of the results of Sunshine policy. 60 South Korean companies 
were in Gaesung Industrial Complex and employees there were both South and North 
Korean. Gaesung Industrial Complex not only was a major financial support to North 
Korea, but also a big help to citizen with electricity and water. Closing down the 
Industrial Complex was a big risk for North Korea financially. On 30
th
 of March, North 
Korea declared to shut down Gaesung Industrial Complex if dignity is damaged. And on 
3
rd
 of April, North Korea banned people from leaving the complex – only arriving was 
allowed.  After announcing that the North Korean employees to evacuate on 8
th
, 53000 
North Korean employee left the complex on the next day, which was practically shutting 
down the complex. South Korean government suggested to talk regards the matter several 
times, but North Korea rejected every time. Finally, on 26
th
 of April, Minister of 
Unification in South Korea announced government announcement saying all the South 
Korean remaining in the complex to come back. On 27
th
, all the South Korean workers in 
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the complex came back, except seven people for handling the balance. North Korea then 
used the seven people left as hostage to get money from South Korea. South Korean 
government asked if finished products and materials can be returned with the people if 
the balance is paid. North rejected, and South tried to negotiated but failed. So it took a 
week for the seven people to come back to Korea after South Korean government paid 
1300 thousand dollars to North Korea. Even though Gaesung Industrial Complex was 
closed down for now, the electricity and water for Gaesung Industrial Complex were still 
running; some South Korean congress members suggested to keep running the electricity 
and water due to the humanitarian issue. Recently, South Korean government once again 
suggested having a talk on reopening Gaesung Industrial complex. However, North 
Korea showed apathetic attitude saying they will agree to have a talk depending on how 
South Korea’s behavior.  
5.3 Analysis  
Current conflicts and consequences such as closing down Gaesung Industrial complex 
are because of the change in speech act of South Korea and North Korea. 
In the Copenhagen School, security is about survival of the referent object, which is 
traditionally the state. (Buzan, Waever and de Wilde 1998: 21). According to Waever, by 
saying ‘security’, one can assume that a state is facing an emergency condition, thus in 
need of using whatever mans are necessary to block a threatening development (ibid). In 
chapter 3.1, Copenhagen school defines security as a self-referential practice because not 
the existence of threats but the issue presented as such a threat creates security practice, 
which means that securitization is to be understood by studying discourse and political 
constellations (ibid). It also states that securitization can be only valid if and when the 
audience accepts an existential threat to a referent object; just threat is a securitizing 
move; to fulfill securitization, cases of existential threats that legitimize the breaking of 
rules are needed (ibid: 25). When looking at securitization, it is important to look at how 
big an impact does the securitizing move have wider patters of relations? (ibid: 26). A 
successful securitization then need three components: existential threats, emergency 
action, and effects on interunit relations by breaking free of rules (ibid). 
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All conflicts, mentioned in 5.2, happened after 18
th
 president of South Korea 
Park Geun-hye was elected. Park, mentioned in chapter 5.1.1, belongs to the 
conservative party in South Korea as well as the previous president Lee Myeong-bak. 
Therefore, South Korea is run by conservative political party for 10 years. As mentioned 
in 4.1.2, Lee didn’t keep the Sunshine policy towards North Korea. Instead, he applied 
balanced hard-line policy and Park seems to follow the similar path. As can be seen in 
Park’s speech presented in 4.2, Park is very conservative, emphasizing the national 
security and recognizing the importance of ally relationship with US to keep the national 
security. Kim regime’s generation change happened at the last year of Lee Myeong-bak. 
During Kim Jong-un’s first year, he has not shown any strong aggressive attitudes 
toward South except Yeonpyeong island bombardment; his father was still the leader. 
However, towards Park, Kim has been really aggressive. At first, it looked like a familiar 
occasional threat when seen when South Korea goes through presidential term change. 
However, unlike previous presidents, Park also took the aggressive measure with her 
‘Korean peninsula trust process’. Unlike under ‘Sunshine policy’, South Korean 
government, which shows conservative characteristics now, has taken the hard-line 
policy. With unexpected reaction from South Korea, North Korea pushed to the limit by 
declaring the wartime situation and finally closing down the Gaesung Industrial 
Complex, which was the monument of peace and cooperation in Korean peninsula.   
With different discourse in both Koreas, successful securitization has been 
created in Korean peninsula with existential threats – North Korea’s aggressive move-, 
emergency actions – tensions-, and effects on interunit – closing down the Gaesung 
Industrial Complex. Securitization occurred in Korean peninsula because North Korea’s 
threat was accepted as an existential threat to a South Korea. This securitization also 
created on impact on not only Korean peninsula but also in US and China.  
 
6. The underlying level: Weber’s theory of legitimacy 
This chapter is going to investigate on the underlying level of the problem definition. 
This chapter is closely related to the third assumption: The different, yet similar, styles of 
leadership shown in Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-un are creating confrontations as 
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well as correlations.  Underlying level will be dealing with the functional actors, in this 
case Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-un. As mentioned in chapter 1.4, functional actors are 
the ones who affect the dynamics of a sector. Korean peninsula is divided into two 
different political context; democracy and communism. These two different contexts 
created two different ways to legitimatize the authority power. As mentioned in chapter 
2.2, both Koreas got their new leaders within last two years, which created different 
contexts in both Koreas. Because the contexts have changed with their new leaders, they 
are both still in the period that they need to prove that they are powerful enough to keep 
the new contexts they created. That is, they need to show the legitimacy of their position 
and power. Max Weber’s theory of legitimacy will be put into use in this chapter to 
investigate and analyze. First, Weber’s theory of legitimacy will be presented. Then, how 
the authority figures in North and South Korea legitimatized its power will be taken a 
closer look. Afterwards, the changes of government in both South and North Korea 
presented in chapter 5.1.1 and 5.1.2 will be analyzed in terms of how Park and Kim 
attempted to legitimatize their power.  
 
6.1 Max Weber 
Max weber was a German political economist and sociologist (Heywood 2007: 220). He 
was one of the founders of modern sociology, and provided the classical contribution to 
the understanding of legitimacy as a sociological phenomenon (ibid: 219-220). 
Legitimacy has the meaning of rightfulness (ibid: 219). Weber, being sociologist treated 
legitimacy in sociological terms: that is, as a willingness to comply with a system of rule 
regardless of how this is achieved (ibid). His view takes legitimacy to mean a belief in 
legitimacy, which means a belief in the ‘right to rule’ (ibid). 
To identify how the legitimacy was established, Weber constructed three ideal 
types, which would help him to make sense of highly complex nature of political rule 
(Heywood 2007: 220). An ideal type is a mental construct in which an attempt is made to 
draw out meaning from an otherwise almost infinitely complex reality through the 
presentation of a logical extreme (ibid: 18).  The ideal types that he constructed for 
legitimacy were: traditional authority, charismatic authority and legal-rational authority 
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(ibid: 220).  Each authority is characterized by a particular source of political legitimacy 
and different reasons why people obey the authority (ibid). 
Traditional authority is based on long-established customs and traditions 
(Heywood 2007: 220). Its legitimacy is accepted because it has already existed: it has 
been sanctified by history because earlier generations had accepted (ibid).Normally it has 
long established rules: that is fixed and unquestioned customs that do not need to be 
justified because they reflect the way things have always been (ibid). It is closely linked 
to heredity system of power and privilege (ibid). Traditional authority can be found 
amongst tribes or small groups in the form of patriarchalism (father being the domination 
of the family or having ‘master’ in the group) and gerontocracy (the rule of the aged, 
giving authority to wise ‘elders’) (ibid). Continuation of monarchy in some countries also 
can be the example of traditional authority. 
Charismatic authority is based on the power of an individual’s personality: that is, 
on his or her ‘charisma’ (Heywood 2007: 220). In sociopolitical phenomena, charisma 
refers to charm or personal power: the capacity to establish leadership through 
psychological control over others (ibid: 221). Regardless of person’s status, social 
position, or office, charismatic authority works depending on the capacity of a leader to 
make a direct and personal appeal to followers as a kind of hero or saint (ibid: 220). In 
charismatic authority, a leader needs to have the ability to inspire loyalty, emotional 
dependence and even devotion (ibid: 221). It seems that charismatic authority is only 
dependent on leader’s ‘natural’ gift, but the position itself creates charisma as well (ibid). 
Weber distinguished the charisma between individual which is linked to a person and 
office which is linked to a position (ibid). There are two consequences when the 
legitimacy of charismatic authority is confirmed (ibid). First is the authority has no limits 
since it is not based on formal rules or procedures (ibid). The leader is like the God who 
is infallible and unquestionable which leads many to become followers without 
questioning them (ibid). Second, because the power of the leader is so powerful and 
affective, it is difficult for a system of personal rule to outlive its founding figure (ibid). 
The examples of charismatic authority can be Napoleon, Mussolini, Hitler, Ayatollah, 
Khomeini, Fidel Castro, and Colonel Gaddafi (ibid). 
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Legal-rational authority is based on a clearly and legally defined set of rules 
(Heywood 2007: 221). In Weber’s view, legal-rational authority is the typical form of 
authority operating in most modern states (ibid). The legitimacy of president, prime 
minister or government official is accepted after the final analysis by formal, 
constitutional rules, which constrain or limit what an office holder is able to do (ibid). 
Legal-rational authority is, unlike traditional and charismatic authority, attached to an 
office rather than a person, which makes the leader less likely to abuse the authority or 
give rise to injustice (ibid). Therefore, legal-rational authority maintains limited 
government and promotes efficiency through a rational division of labor (ibid: 221-222), 
for example dividing government office to different ministry and such. However, Weber 
also states that this type of political legitimacy tends to be more depersonalized and 
inhuman because of the price of greater efficiency (ibid: 222) 
  
6.2 Legitimatizing the authority 
   6.2.1 South Korea 
Ever since democracy has settled down in South Korea, the authority has been 
Legal-rational on weber’s theory of legitimacy. According to Weber, in legal-
rational authority, legitimacy is accepted after the final analysis by formal, 
constitutional rules (Heywood 2007: 221). In South Korea, new president is 
elected by legal citizens of South Korea every four years. That means, by the 
election the president’s legitimacy is accepted in South Korea firstly.  
In legal-rational authority, weber also states that it promotes efficiency 
through a rational division of labor (Heywood 2007: 221-222), for example 
dividing government office to different ministries and national agencies. South 
Korean government is divided into 20 ministries and 17 national agencies that 
covers many different areas; law, education, health and etc. After taking over the 
presidential office, the president appoints ministers and vice ministers of each 
ministry. Ambassadors and representatives of the Blue house (presidential house) 
are appointed by the president. Even though the government officials who are 
appointed by the president are not elected by the citizen, they have to go through 
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the national hearings conducted by members of congress. The hearing gives the 
appointed officials opportunities to prove their legitimacy and citizens to accept 
or reject the authority. There have been many cases that the appointed officials 
were rejected by the citizen and forced to resign the position. With the ministers, 
vice ministers, ambassadors and representatives the Korean government is 
settled for the next 4 years. During the 4 years of presidential term, the 
government is constantly evaluated by the citizen according to the works, 
policies and behaviors of the officials.  
Just like many other democratic states, Korean government’s legitimacy 
of legal-rational authority is accepted after the presidential term is over. After 4 
years, the citizens show the result of the evaluation with the election for the new 
president. Because serving consecutive presidential term is not possible in South 
Korea, the evaluation is shown depending on the next president elected: if 
he/she is from same or similar political party or promised similar policy from 
the previous president. The major political party change between 14
th
 to 15
th 
presidential
 
term (Republican to Democratic) and 16
th
 to 17
th
 presidential term 
(Democratic to Republican) were the result from the evaluation.  
 
6.2.2 North Korea 
North Korean regime’s political legitimacy can be defined as Charismatic 
authority in weber’s concept on legitimacy. Kim regime in North Korea is based 
on the power of Kim Il-sung, Kim Jong-il and now Kim Jong-un’s charisma. 
Even though Kim’s regime is questioned by many international scholars, still the 
authority figure is considered the God or superhero in North Korea. The official 
title for the authority figure is ‘Supreme Leader of North Korea’, which shows 
how he is accepted in North Korean society. With charismatic authority, Kim 
family managed to keep the power over 60 years with 2 changes of the 
generation: Kim Il-sung to Kim Jong-il and Kim Jong-il to Kim Jong-un. 
Byman and Lind suggested three key points that may helped Kim to keep the 
power more than half a century in their paper.  
International Social Science Basic Studies 
4th Semester, 2013 – Project Examination 
 
40 
 The first point is that Kim’s power in North Korea seems more secure than 
many pundits suggest (Byman and Lind 2010: 1). The structure of regime is 
invulnerable to coups d’états or revolution. North Korea has no merchant or 
land-owning class, independent unions, or clergy (ibid). Intellectuals are regime-
loyal bureaucrats, not dissidents, and strict restrictions on the activities of 
students have cowed them into submission (ibid: 2). Also, The Supreme Leader 
system established Kim Il-sung as the center of a cult of personality (ibid). As 
the regime inculcates its ideology and cult of personality, it strives for tighter 
controls on information (ibid). This creates the nationalism with a xenophobic 
(ibid), which brainwash the North Korean citizen to think that North Korea is 
the best country in the world.  
The one of the great difficulties the regime faced was the challenge of 
succession (Byman and Lind 2010: 1). Prior to his death in 1994, Kim Il-sung 
skillfully applied a variety of tools from the “authoritarian toolbox” to ensure a 
smooth transfer of power for his son—for example, creating a cult of personality 
around the younger Kim (ibid). Also, by using perks and rewards to co-opt 
military and political elites (ibid), Kim managed to create core elite and military 
group that will help them to keep the power. Change of the leader especially in 
North Korean context, can be one of the best period to create revolution against 
the dictatorship. However, the core group acquiesced to the succession of Kim 
Jong-il after his father’s death; it keeps Kim in power and will influence his 
choice of successor.  
   
 
6.3 Analysis  
The different, yet similar, styles of leadership shown in Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-un 
are creating confrontations as well as correlations. 
Chapter 6.1 presented Weber’s three different types of authority: Traditional, Charismatic, 
Legal-rational authority based on ‘ideal types’.  
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South Korea, mentioned in 6.2.1, has the legal-rational authority like the other 
democratic based countries. Park Geun-hye, who has just started her presidential term 
has been assigning ministers, vice-ministers, governmental officials, to promotes 
efficiency through a rational division of labor (Heywood 2007: 221-222). As mentioned 
in chapter 5.1, while assigning the government officials, she has shown conservativeness. 
For minister of National Defense, Park asked the previous minister Kim Kwan-jin to 
remain in the office. Kim Kwan-jin, was welcomed by most Korean due to his strict 
policy towards North Korea. During his term, he showed determination, vigor, and 
strong attitude towards North Korea, and he is praised as one of the greatest minister of 
National Defense in Korean history. For the minister of Unification in South Korea, Ryu 
Gil-jae, who is the professor of University of North Korean Studies, has been assigned. 
In academic world in Korea, he is known for ‘rational conservative’6. With the matter of 
Korean peninsula and relationship with North Korea, he emphasizes the principle, which 
shows his conservative attitude, yet, he also recognizes the importance of having a talk. 
He tries to balance in between the strong and soft policy towards North. He is seen as the 
person who is going to adjust government of Park’s strong, conservative attitude toward 
North to softer and balanced attitude so that Korean peninsula keeps the peace. 
 Unlike other democratic states, North Korea, ruled by one family regime for 60 
years, shows strong charismatic authority. The founder of regime, Kim Il-sung was 
praised as a God or a superhero in North Korean society with his personal charisma. As 
mentioned in 6.2.2, Kim regime in North Korea has been questioned internally and 
externally especially both death of previous dictators were sudden when the generation 
change was unexpected. However, it has to manage to stay for sixty years by showing its 
charisma. Yeonpyeong island bombardment, mentioned in chapter 1.1, is seen as one of 
the authority legitimizing methods of Kim regime since it happened after Kim Jong-il 
announced to give the position to his son Kim Jong-un. Most of the authorities mentioned 
in chapter 5.1.2 have been in the regime authority system for years. One of the methods 
to legitimatize and maintain the regime is to use perk and rewards as mentioned in 
chapter 6.2.2. One significant difference made recently was when Kim Jong-un sent Choi 
                                               
6
 free translation of합리적 보수주의자(source: http://news1.kr/articles/1013746) 
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Ryong-hae as a special envoy to China instead of Jang Sung-taek (both mentioned in 
5.1.2). It is assumed that Kim sending Choi to China is to talk about political matters with 
nuclear power included in earnest, which shows the seriousness of North possessing 
nuclear power. Sending Choi to China seems to be an legitimatizing methods of Kim 
externally.  
 
 
7. Discussion 
North’s aggressive measure seems to derive from the fear of isolation in international society 
according to chapter 4.4. For 10 years, South Korea supported its ‘frienemy’ North Korea with 
‘Sunshine policy’ behind. Even with the risk of getting the closest and the strongest military ally 
relationship with US, South decided to support North Korea with the hope of narrowing down 
the gap between South and North; politically, economically, and societally. However, North 
hasn’t shown any improved attitudes towards South. Judging that North Korea is using South 
Korea’s support not appropriately (i.e. instead of supporting the citizen of North Korea, money 
goes to development on nuclear power), South Korean government went back to hard-line policy 
with 17
th
 presidential office as mentioned in chapter 4.4. As mentioned in 4.2, US, though 
President Obama taken the hard road unlike how George W. Bush did, hasn’t been and is not 
happy with North’s aggressive attitudes and possession of nuclear power. North’s unchanged 
attitude and constant provocation of international society made its best friend, China, to turn its 
back around North Korea. As mentioned in chapter 4.3, China’s economy is growing fast in 21st 
century. To maintain the rapid growth, China seemed to consider its best friend North Korea as 
an obstacle for it to become one of the major economic countries. With China’s changed 
approach with North Korea with recent UN Security Council resolution, North may felt threaten 
for being completely isolated in international society. With strong communism and Kim regime’s 
dictatorship, it has been unwelcomed in international society for decades. Although, its politics 
and aggressive attitudes were not welcome, due to humanitarian issues with North Korean 
citizens, North Korea has been getting financial support from the world. Also, as mentioned 
above aiming to close down the gap between two Koreas, South Korea has been generous 
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supporting financially and setting up economic infrastructures for North Korea. All the things 
taken together, the recent aggressive measure of North Korea was to get international attention 
from the world and eventually maintaining the financial supports from the world. After WWII, it 
has been shown that most of the country is aiming and trying to pursue the world peace. 
Therefore, North Korea, who possesses nuclear power, threatening to attack Korea and US with 
missiles and nuclear weapons calls upon all the states to prevent it from happening.  
 Closing down of the Gaesung Industrial Complex was one of the major turn in Korean 
peninsula. As mentioned in chapter 5.3, securitization in Korean peninsula occurred when South 
Korean government recognized North Korean threat as national security threat and reacted 
differently from the previous presidential term. With securitization, North Korea’s familiar 
occasional threat turned into big tension where not only Korean peninsula, but also its biggest 
allies US and China and other countries to get involved (such as Mongolia). By looking at North 
Korea’s pattern, the occasional threat that has been going on since the 18th presidential election 
didn’t have any purpose to occurring the securitization and causing the effect which was closing 
down the Gaesung Industrial Complex. Gathering all the information from the past history, the 
effect of securitization was not on purpose; it is rather seemed as  an unexpected backfire of 
North’s threat to South.  
Park Geun-hye and Kim Jong-un both took the leader position with in last two years. For 
Park, how she builds her government by assigning government officials in her first year will 
work as a big valuation basis of her work after her term is over. Also, applying her policies and 
her acts towards certain countries such as North Korea, US and China will also determine if she 
was a good leader or not; this has been Korea’s legitimatization of legal-rational authority as 
mentioned in 6.2.1. By showing the hard-line policy towards North, who has been attacking her 
since the election, Park has gained popularity in South Korea and US regards North Korean 
matters. Kim Jong-un is also in the stage of showing his power and charisma internally and 
externally. It is his second year as the supreme leader of North Korea. His father’s unexpected 
death put him in the leader position making him the youngest leader in the world. Internally the 
North Korean government authorities mentioned in 5.2.2 have been in the politics longer than 
him and externally many questioned the sustainability of Kim regime with the young leader. Kim 
has not shown any big changes on governmental officials, which can be seen as Kim still using 
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his father’s name and still in need of showing his power. It seems that the tensions created after 
the South Korean election was to prove Kim’s power and show his personal charisma to military-
elites in North Korea whom might have questioned his ability.  
 
8. Conclusion 
Why has the new leader of North Korea, Kim Jung-eun, taken the aggressive measure towards 
South Korea’s new government, leaded by the 18th president Park Geun-hye, when the security is 
under the risk? 
 To answer the project’s problem definition, I have divided the related reality into three levels to 
investigate and analyze. On first level, which was contextual level, I have investigated the 
history in Korean peninsula regarding security and foreign relation policy as well as its 
relationship with US and China. By analyzing the information, I proved the first assumption 
‘Kim Jong-un has been taking the aggressive measure due to the sense of isolation among the 
regional actors’ to be correct and relative to the problem definition. The second level was within 
the interests. On this level, investigating on changed speech act in Korea gave the analysis of the 
changes on current Korean peninsula’s tensed situation. This analysis proved the second 
assumption Current conflicts and consequences such as closing down ‘Gaesung Industrial 
complex are because of the change in speech act of South Korea and North Korea’ to be true. 
The last level was on underlying level which was dealing with the legitimacy of the leader’s 
authority. I looked at how Kim Regime acted in the past when they face their greatest fear; 
change in the authority. By investigating that, showing aggressive attitudes towards South Korea 
was proven to be one of the methods to show the leader’s charisma in North Korean society.   
In conclusion, we can look the issue in a two aspects; keeping getting attention of 
international society – and financial support as well - and legitimatizing his authority in North 
Korean and international society. Kim Jong-un has no attempt to start the second Korean War – 
regardless of what he says with his threats. He knows that what he has as a supreme leader of 
North Korea is too important to lose everything by starting a war. However, to keep the very 
unstable country running, Kim recognizes the crucial part of international support. Therefore, by 
threatening to disturb the world peace, he is trying to get international society’s attention, and 
asking for aid and support in exchange of keeping the peace in Korean peninsula and further in 
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the world. Also, his attempt to legitimatize his authority as the ‘supreme leader’ in North Korea 
is included in the aggressive measure. As proven with the third assumption, historically when 
regime faced challenges, they tend to threat South Korea and the world. As mentioned in chapter 
6.3, both changes in regime was unexpected, the supreme leader needed to settle down the 
internal chaos and prevent the potential challenges by showing his power and charisma. Because 
the war in Korean peninsula never ended, the best way to prove the authority has been 
threatening South Korea, since North Korea is military regime based country.   
In short, to answer the project’s problem definition ‘Why has the new leader of North 
Korea, Kim Jung-eun, taken the aggressive measure towards South Korea’s new government, 
leaded by the 18th president Park Geun-hye, when the security is under the risk’, I will say that it 
is for North Korea to get attention in internationally and show the his authority internally.   
 
9. Reflection 
When reflecting the project, I am glad that this project was so closely related to me. Because it 
was about my own country, I was able to keep up with the fast changing situation in Korean 
peninsula. This project started with big ambition to investigate one of the fast-changing, ongoing 
regions. Even though chapter 5.2 only presented three tensions between North and South Korea, 
so many incidents happened in such a short amount of time. Those events not only touched 
security issue, but triggered many problems within South Korea socially as well. So much 
information and sources were flooding. The hardest part during the process was to narrow down 
the theme so that I can choose the knowledge only needed.  
I have chosen to work with security issue in this project. However, tensions happened and 
happening in Korean peninsula are more complicated than just security. All the studies in Social 
Science can be applied to this project. First when I started this project, I attempted to include 
international studies to understand the political system and dynamics of Korean peninsula in 
international society. Since the division in 1950s, many countries have been involved in the 
issues – not only six countries that are participating in Six Party Talk mentioned in 4.3. For 
example, North Korea recently asked Mongolia for the financial and food support. Korea being 
the only divided country in the world as well as North Korea being one of the few left 
communism countries draws lots of international attention. Looking at the various international 
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societies’ view on the issue could have been contributed on the contextual level. Also, I could 
have gone deep with the nuclear power issue which seems to trigger international security to 
look at North Korea. When it comes to level of interest chapter, amounts of studies done on both 
governments are lacking. Since both governments are built within recent two years, not many 
studies have been done. For chapter 5.1.1 was easier because, as mentioned above, South Korea 
is my country. Still, more studies and knowledge could have contributed on abundant analysis 
and fruitful discussion. On underlying level, I was grateful to be introduced to previous RUC 
student report, where I got my sources about how North Korean regime kept its power.  
Writing project alone was also a challenge. Not only because of the amount of work that 
needed to be done, but also because of lack of variety on viewing the matter. Since I am from 
South Korea, I tend to think that North Korea is the ultimate enemy of my country. However, 
even though this project has realism ontological approach, I had to stay neutral on the matter; 
especially on level of interest and underlying chapter. By reading various sources which are not 
from South Korea gave me various views, and I tried my best to stay neutral, but it would have 
been helpful to have different, non-South Korean view during the process, so that I could stay 
non-biased.  
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